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indemnify those who are thus deprived of land which they may
have purchased. The aim of the imperial legislators is then re-
affirmed : it is that ' the divine favour which we have experienced
in a crisis of our fortunes may for all time prosper our undertak-
ings and serve the public weal1/
III.  CONSTANTINE AND LICINIUS
The Roman world was divided between the two victors. But,
Italy won, Constantine showed no desire to transfer his court to
Rome: he had for many years governed Gaul, and it seemed
probable that Aries would become the capital of the Roman West.
It was to Aries that the Christian bishops were summoned early
in A.D. 314 (see below, p. 693). Italy might be ruled by another.
Accordingly, Constantine suggested to Licinius that Bassianus,
who had married Constantine's sister Anastasia, should be
created Caesar. The brother of Bassianus, Senicio, was a partisan
of Licinius, and it was agreed with the latter that Bassianus should
attack Constantine. But the treacherous scheme was discovered.
Already at Emona the statues of Constantine had been over-
thrown, and when Licinius refused to surrender Senicio, his
complicity was declared2. Constantine on his coinage re-asserted
his Claudian descent and dynastic claim, collected his forces in the
north of Italy and at the head of 20,000 men advanced by way of
Aquileia and Noviodunum to Siscia3 (autumn 314). Near
Cibalae (Vinkovce)4 in Pannonia he was met by the army of
Licinius 35,000 strong. That army was encamped in a wide plain;
Constantine's march led through a defile, a hill on one side, a deep
swamp on the other. But, undeterred, he forthwith attacked with
his cavalry and thus won freedom for the advance of his infantry6.
The battle was fiercely contested until nightfall, when the army of
Licinius, deserting its baggage train, fled and did not halt until it
1  Cf. L. Schnorr von Carolsfeld, Gesch. derjttristtschen Person, i, Munich,
*933> PP- l65 W*
2  Our only account is that of Anon. Vales. 14 soq.* Zosimus attributes to
Constantine the responsibility for the breach, n, 18 init.
8 J. Maurice, Numtsmatique cmstanttnienne, i, p. xcvi.
4  V. Nikolic has pointed out that the topographical description in Zosimus
n, 18 fits not Cibalae, but Vukovar which lies some miles east of Vinkovce.
Thepalus Hiulca nomine mentioned by [Aurelius Victor], Epit. XLI, 5 can be
identified with the stream of the Vulka or Vuka which still flows through
swamps.  See Seeck, op. cit. Ed. 3, i, p. 505.
5  The details of the account of the battle in Zosimus n, 18 appear obscure
to the present writer.
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